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PART 1 - Section 1 
Notifications relating to Non - Statutory Rules , Regulations and Orders aud Resolutions issued 
by the Ministries of the Government of India (other than the Ministry of Defence ) and by 

the Supreme Court 


Council of Agricultural Resçarch . the President of the Coun 
cil has been pleased to retioninate Di, S. W . Mensinkai, 
Principal, College of Agriculture , Dharwar . and Dr, Berlie 
A , D Souza , Principal, Marran Veterinary College, Madras, as 
mcıhers of the Standing finance Committcc for a period 
of one year with circct from the Sr1 September , 1960 , and 
until such time thercficr us their successoiy are nominated. 


J, P . VAISII, Under Socy . 


PRESIDENT SECRETARIAT 


MINISTRY OF EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 

RESOJUTION 
New Delhi, the 16th Nor e 

mbre 1960 
No. F . 29 - C (O ) -WANA / 60 . - In continualion of thic Gover 
nient of India , Ministry of Extern : Allars, Rolucion 
No . 129 -C76 ) -WAVA 60, catch the ithe Soplanıbcr , 1400 , 
Shri Yusuf Maharaj ly licreliy nominariul as a Member ( 
the Central Haj Cuinmuillce . 

ORDIRI that a copy of this Resolution by communitert 
to all Ministries (of ihr Governinant of Judit, the Prinya 
Ministci s Sacretariat, Departmnuut ol Pulliancntary Aflairs , 
all Sualc Greunents au lumuistrations, All Taj 
Commilies and thic Shipping Company concerned, for infor 
nation and also 11 :11 The Resolutimit be published in the 
Gazette of India , 

P . N . KIUL , Dy. Sery s 
MINISTRY OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Agriculture) 

ICAR . 
New Delhi , the 16th Nourmbes 1960 
No. 54 (1)/ 60-Fi ,II. - Uniler Regulation ?(v) of the Regula 
tions of the Standing finance Committee of the Indian 


FRRITUM 


In President s Secretarial s notification No. 64 - Pres. /60 , dated 
15th November . 1960 , published in the Gazette of India Part 
1 - Section 1 dated 19th November , 1960 , thc following 
correction is to be maile : - 
Page 248 , article 25, 
for " 25 Cricſ of Stall holding thc rank of Lientenant 

Gencral or equivalent rank ." 
read " 25. Chicfs of Staff holding the rank of Lieutenant. 

General or cquivalent rank ," 
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MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS 


(viii ) During the year the Port Trust acquired a number 

of Steel Dumb barges , mobile Cranes and four-wheeled 
trailer trucks. 


6 . MAINTENANCE , 

During tlie year the depthy at various berths and enterance 
approaches were maintained satisfactorily by dreiging . 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

The Port Trust Board performed another year of uscful 
wurk and Government view with appreciation the work done 
by the Board during the year under review . 

NAKUL SEN , Jt. Secy. 


(Department of Transport ) 

( Transport Wing ) 
RESOLUTION 

PORTS 
New Delhi, the 18th November 1960 
No . 18 -PC (75 ) / 60 . - The Government of India have received 
the Administration Report of the Port of Madras for the 
year 1959 -60 . The following are thc noteworthy features of 
the Report : 
1. FINANCIAL RESULTS: 

The financial results for the year were satisfactory . The 
Revenue Receipts of the Port Trust for the year under re 
view amounted to Rs. 228. 27 lakhs as against Rs, 219 . 73 lakhs 
in the previous year . 

The net expenditure for the year, excluding thc amount 
held under suspense and the amounts paid as contribution to 
Renewals and Replacement Fund , General Insurancc Fund 
and Capital Account aggregating to Rs. 47 . 60 lakhs, amounted 
to Rs. 167. 75 lakhx as against Rs. 160- 79 lakhs during the 
previous year , 

Pilotage Fund , - The receipts and expenditure of the Pilo 
tage Fund amounted to Rs. 7 . 88 laklis and Rs. 8 -60 lakhs res 
pectively . The expenditure is inclusive of a contribution of 
Rs. 5 lakhs to the Revenue Account. 

Reserve Fund . - The balances in the various Rescrve Funds 
at the end of the year were satisfactory , aggregating to Rs. 4 . 28 
crores . 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR AND EMPLOYMENT 

New Delhi, the lRth November 1960 
No . 17 / 1 / 60 / LR - IV . - The following decision of Shri Salim 
M . Merchant, Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Bom 
bay , in respect of the matter referred to him under section $6A 
ol the Industrial Disputes Act , 19 :17 (14 of 1947) by the Order 
of thic Government of India in the Ministry of Labour and 
Employment No. S .O , 2286 dated the 7th Septeinber 1960 , 
secking correct Interpretation of paragraphs 71 , 128 and 181 
of the Award dated the 9th June 1959 of the National Indus 
trial Tribunal at Bombay in the industrial dispute between 
Mcssty, Brooke Bond India Private Limited and it work 
men , is liereby published for general information . 
IN THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL AT BOMBAY 

REFERENCE No . CGIT 28 of 1960 
finployers in relation to Brooke Bond India Private Limited . 

AND 
their workinen . 

PRESENT; 
Shri Salim M . Merchant, 
Presiding Ollicer. 

Bombay the $ 112 October 1960 
Ssala : Andira Pradesh . 

INDUSIRY: Tea 


OUTSTANDING LOANS : 

(1) The amount outstanding from the loang taken from the 
Government of India was Rs. 1 4 crores. 

(II) A total şum of Rs. 1,00 , 25 , 991 had been borrowed from 
the International Bank for Reconstruction and Development 
upto the end of 91st March , 1960 against the loan of Ri, 6 - 66 
crores agreed to by the Bank . 
2 . TRAFFIC . 

There was an appreciable incrcare in the volume of Trade 
passing through the Port during the year under review . The 
Lotal dcad weight tonnage of linports and exports which passed 
through the Port during the year was 1,812,028 and 907,811 
respectively . The figures for the last year were 1,787, 399 
(imports ) and 702, 709 tons (exports). 

The total volume of Coastal trade rose from 659, 184 tons 
in 1958 -59 to 403 ,771 tong in 1959 -60 and Foreign trade for 
thc same period increascd from 1 ,780 , 924 tony to 1,915, 568 
tons. The export of Ores risc from 501,879 tons to 679,015 
tons, 


The tonnage of coal imported by sca during the year way 
339 ,069 28 against $ 19 , 221 during the previous ycar . 
3 . SHUPING , 

The number of ships , excluding sailing vessels , that entcrcd 
the Port during the year, was 1195 as against 1085 in the pre 
vious year . The net tonnage also increased from 1 ,040 ,702 to 
4 ,480 ,943 . Eleven sailing vesscls with a net tonnage of 829 
arrived during the year , as against 7 with a not lonnage of 
434 in the last year, 

During the year 1959-60), 57,889 passengers uscd the Port 
against 62233 passengers in the previous year, 
4 , LABOUR . 

The labour situation during the year was satisfactory . Labour 
welfare meayure continued to receive special attention 
5 . WORKS. 
The following are some of the nole-worthy items: 
(i) The work on the mechaniged Ore beth wis nearing 

completion . 
(11) The mechaniscd coal berth was also nearing comple 

tion . 
( iii) Work on the six -berth wet Dock was making good 

progress . 
( iv ) The Eastern Railway sidings of the Marshalling yard 

were completed and opened to traffic . 
(v ) The construction of a double -storeyed Warehouse K 

at the side of the Springhaven Shed was completed . 
(vi) The construction of the New Administrative Offices 

was nearing completion . 
(vil) As regarıls housing, 78 units of type I and 108 units 

of type Il quarters were completed . Thc work of 
construction of 156 units type I and 124 unity type 
Il quarters werc nearing completion . 


In the inatter of interpretation of paragraphs 71, 128 and 
191 of thc Award dated 9th June 1959 in thc Industrial dispute 
between Messrs. Brooke Bond India Private Ltd ., and its 
workmen being Rel. No . (NT) I of 1958 publlshed with s.o . 
1163 dated 17th June 1959. 

DECISION 
The Government of India , Ministry of Labour and Employ 
incnt by Orier No . 17 / 1 /60 -LR - IV dated 7th September 1960 
made in excrcine of the powery conferred by section 364 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1917 (XIV of 1947) was pleascd to 
rcler 10 me Lur decision the difficultiey that had arisen as to 
the interprctation of paragarphs 71 , 128 and 131 of the award 
dalel 9 June 1939 of the National Industrial Tribunal of 
India at Bombay in Ref. No. (NT) 1 of 1958 in respect of the 
following inatters specified in the schedule to the said order . 

SCHEDULE 
" (1 ) Whether the scales of pay mentioned in paragraph 

71 of the Award of the National Industrial Tribunal 

apply to peons in the Ghatkesar Factory ? 
( 2) Whether ( lause 4 of this production incentivc scheme 

1956 , of the Ghatkesar Factory wliich is made appli. 
cable by the Award of the National Industrial Tribunal 
to all the three factories , Ghatkcsar , Kanhan and 
Jamnagar would chtitle the management to take into 
all count the total number of Class A employces Ir 
respective of the actual nunber employed in Claus 
A occupations for the purpose of computing average 

incentive ? 
( 3 ) Il hether condition of paragiaph 131 of the Award 

would justify fixation of largols for Saturday working 
Mitterent from the targets fixed in the Ghatkesar 

Incentive Agreement of 1956 for Saturday ? 
( 4 ) Whether condition 6 of paragarph 131 of the Award 

Cclude peons and malis who were participating in 
ilic wayc incentive scheme agreement of 1956 and 
whether hourly rated Grade I workers in Ghatkesar 
factory are entitled to participate in the Wage Incen 

tive Scheine by virtue of this condition ? " 
2 . After the reference order was received from Government 
ou 1211 September 1960 notices were issued on the parties 
by this Tribunal on 15th Septenbos 1960 to file their written 
statements. Thereupon the General Secretary of the Andhra 
Pradesli Brooke Hond Karmika Sangham , Ghatkesar (herein 
after called the union ) Aled the written stalement of clalin 
date 121h October 1960 . But before the company coull file 
its written statement in reply, an application dated 12th 
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October 1960 was received from the Gencral Secretary of the 
union stating that the workmen concemcd did not want to 
press the issues referred to this Tribunal for adjudication 
and that the same may therefore be disposed of accordingly . 
Lipon receipt of this application , enquiries were made of the 
management of Brooke Bond India Private Lid ., whether tliey 
had any objection to the reference being clisposed of as with 
drawn . By two communications roccived from the company on 
22nd and 20th October 1960 , respectively , it has stated that 
thc withdrawal of the lgsues refcrred for adjudication before 
this Tribunal were part and parcel of a settlement settling 
certain issucs rcfcrrel for adjudication to the Industrial Tribu 
nal at Hyclerabad and requested that in the circuinstances the 
rcfcrence herein may be closed . 

3. In vicw of this position in the matter I dispose of this 
rcfcrcnce as having been withdrawn . 
No order as to conls. 

Sd /- SALIM M . MERCHANT, 

Presiding Officcr . 


through overnight, It was a case of typographical error as 
was even admitted by Covernment in its correspondence . 
Besides, the trallics are said to be synonymous with traffic 
mnunshis who have been place in Grade III in Appendix XVI 
of the Coal Award . Strictly speaking, these workmen have 
little or no education and sometimes wholly illiterate having 
only outdoor duties assigned to them . So they should be 
placerl in workers category in Appendix XII of the Coal 
Award ratlıcr than in Appendix XVI. The grounds on which 
the Associations rested their case arc viz . ( 1) that the entry 
in Grade 11 in Appendix XVI is evidently erroneous because 
both traffic and trallic - in -charge cannot be put into the same 
claws . Their duties and responsibilities widely vary . (2 ) In 
support of the contention that it was as a result of typogra 
phical error, the Associations referred to a letter of Mr, Barra 
clough who represented llie Associations in their talk about 
classification of thosc grades before the Coal Tribunal. The 
ulions veliciently opposed this contention . Firstly , that the 
Tulunal is not competent to go beyond the award . Its 
jurisdiction is extremnely limited . It can only interpret thie 
provision of the award referred to it under Section 364 of 
the Act. Even in so cloing it cannot add to Of -sulytract from 
any portion of the award or alter it in any manner. Accord 
ingly the word tralhc OL lrring in Grade II Appendix XVI 
must be left wliere il is. Secondly, the unions have examined 
Shri Kanti Mehta who represented the workmen in the above 
negotiations before the Coal Tribunal. The union has also 
rcfcrred to the paper book on which this Appendix XVI was 
basec . The union has also contended that there is no 
difficulty in placing traffic and traffic - in - chargc in the same 
category bermuse there is mention of the Time-Keeper and 
1-Icad Time- Keeper both in the Grade II of Appendix XVI 21 
also others, 


A . L . HANDA , Under Secy . 


New Delhi, the 22nd November 1960 
No. 1 / 87 /59-LRII. - Tlic following decision of Shri G . Pulit, 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbach, in respect 
of the matter referred to liim under section 36A of the Indus 
trial Disputes Act. 1917 (l 1 of 1947) by the Order of Govern 
ment of India in the Ministry of Labour and Employinent No . 
S . O . 1387 datch the 28th May, 1960 , seeking correct interpreta 
tion of the Award of the All India Industrial Tribunal 
(Colliery Disputes ) in its application Lo " traflıcs " is hereby 
published for general information . 
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUNAL , DHANBAD 
REFERENCE. No . 27 OF 1960 


PARTIES : 


Employers in relation 10 certain coal mines 

AND 
Their workmen 

PRESENT 
Shri G . Palit , M .A ., B . L ., Chairman, Central Govt. Industrial 
L ribunal, Dhanbad . 

Dhanbad, dated the 31st Oclober 1960 

APPEARANCES: 
For the employers: 

Shri S . S . Mukherjea , Advocate , for member collieries of 
Indian Mining Association , Indian Collieries Association , 
Indian Mining Federation , M . P . and Vidarbha Mining Associa 
tion . 

Shri 1 , Narsingh , Advocate , for collicrics under the inanage 
ment of Messrs. Andrew Yule & Co. Ltil. 


3 . I havc considered this matter very carefully in all it ! 
bearings as placed by the parties. I am inclined to accept 
the Union s contentious mostly in preference to that which is 
advanced on behalf of the Employer Associations. I concur 
that both traffic and traffic -sli - charge can be placed in Grade 
JI. There is no inherent difficulty or anomaly involved . I 
find that the duties of the traffic and traffic -in - charge differ 
only in degree and not in kind . Titne-Kecpcr and Head 
Timc-Keeper have been included in Grade II in Appendix 
Xvi in spite of such differences. Similarly , I find the Head 
Clark and the Assistant Head Clerks , Cashlers, and Assistant 
Cashiers all huddled up in the single category in Grade II. 
So it appears that though the responsibilities might differ in 
degrec botwceri onc clerk and another, they can very well be 
put in the same grade. One may be placed at the top of 
the gracle and the other inay be placed rather lower in the 
grade according to their experience and cquipment. This can 
never give rise to any serious trouble or discontent as was 
envisaged by the Employer Associations in tlieir written state 
ment. 


For the workmen : 

Shri D . L . Sen Gupta , Advocate , for Colliery Mazdoor Con 
grebs, with Shiri S . K . Rudra , Ollicc Sccretary , Collicry Mazdoor 
Congress . 

Shri S . N . Banerjcc, Advocatc , with Shri Keslab Banerjee , 
for Indian National Mine Workery Federation , 
STATE : Indtan Union . 

INDUSTRY : Coal. 
DECISION 
The Government of India , Ministry of Labour & Employ . 
went by its Order No. 1 , 87 / 59 -LRII, dated the 23rd May 1960 
referred to me in cxcrcise of the powers conferred by Section 
S6A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1917 ( XIV of 1947 ) for 
decision of the question arising out of the Award of the All 
India Industrial Tribunal (Colliery Disputes) published in 
the Gazette of India Extraordinary Part II , Section datech 
the 20th May 1956 (S . R . O . No , 1224 dated the 18th May 
1956 ) as per shiedule below :-- 
" Whether a traffic is to be placed in Gracle Il of the 

clerical service in terms of the said award ." 


4 . Next, I turn to the question of the alleged typographical 
error . I , of coursc , find that in Annexure B to thc Manage 
ment s written statement, the Under Secretary to the Govern 
incnt of India has mentioned that a typographical error has 
crept in the Coal Award relating to the grading of traffics. 
But this can never be decisive in this matter particularly 
when the Tribunal has been asked to adjudicate upon it. In 
this connection , Mr. Barraclough s letter Exhibit - E , dated 26th 
October , 1959 has been referred to . Of course , he wants to 
say that the entry of traflic in Grude II, Appendix XVI, was 
erroncous. But this letter was callcd for from him for this 
Casc. What he spcaks, lie speaks from memory . But this 
designation has been put in there from the Paper Book , 
aclinittedly initialled by all the parties including Shri Kanti 
Mchla . (Exhibits 2 and 8 , page 46 ). I find that it supports 
the gracling in Appendix XVI. Shri Kanti Mehta who com 
mands respect of all parties and who is a signatory to the 
agreement, says that the list way scrutinised and checked a 
number of times . Then there was the Labour Appcllate 
Tribunal s (lecision and also the Arbitrator s decision where the 
irrcgularities were all removed . But this was untouched . 
Further Shri Kanti Mchta has been cross -cxamined . I attach 
a grcat weight to his testimony . So the contention of typo 
graphical error falls through . 


2 . It is tlic contention of the Associations of cmployers men 
tioned in the order of reference that only in somnc collierics 
among their members there are workmen designated as 
traffics . So it is contendel that the collieries where there 
are no workmen with the designation of traffics, should be 
excluded from the present reference by virtue of Section 
18 ( 9 /1)) of the Industrial Displites Act, 1917 . Even where 
the workmen designated 28 tralics do occur, they should be 
placed in Grade ill and not in Grade 11. They have been 
placed in Grade II in Appendix XVI of the Coal Award 


5 . Coming to this aspect of the question cven if I assume 
tliat it was a typographical error and I delete the impugncd 
oblique stoke, only two designations are left at the bottom 
of the Grile anil nou threc as it is. These are " Tratlic- im 
charge " and " Traffic Mushi-in - Charge " . But this is hard 10 
accept because there can he no Traffic-in - Charge when the 
designation " Tralhic is no longer there existing independently . 
That is why the Associations have been led to the next step 
that traffic jinder the name of Traffic Munshi is in Grade ti, 
Appendix XVI. But this position taken up by the Employers 
Association is also untenable because vir. (1) there should 
have been in that case also Plt Munshi- in - charge correspond 
ing to pit munshi in Grade III, Next, if the Traffic Munshi. 
in - charge in Grade II relatey only to Traffic ,Munshi in Grade 
UI, then the designation " Traffic - in -Chargc in Grade II, is 
left hanging in the ais . Tlie position would be, tliere is an 
in -charge officer as Traffic- in -Charge in Grade II but there 
is no traffic in Gracle III, So the way out would be that 
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" the Munshi- in - Charge " in Grade II should be lcft alone in 
tact. It would stand for in - charge Officer for all Munshis 
mentioned in Grade III , namely Pit Munshi, Trallic Munshi 
ctc. In that casc both traffic and traffic - in - charge would remain 
undisturbed in Grade II, 18 it occurs . This would be doing 
110 violence to the designations occurring in Gradc II, Appenlix 
XVI. The Associations however confront the will two of iny 
decisions in ( 1) Rcfcrcncc No . 4 of 1960 and 69 of 1959. But 
I find that in none of the two decisions this particular matier 
was inootca as an issue . In one it was decided whether parti 
cular workmen would be monthly rated and in 1110ther, whicther 
the Tramining Contractor s men cevigtialed as supervisory 
should be Tallic Munshis. I have discussed casually the 
culier of Traffus there . So whal ultcrances I have made casual 
ly , can have no bearing on the present matter. 

6 . Lastly , the Associations contend that traffic should be 
put in the category among the operatives and not as clerks 
becausc thcy have little or no clucation and because they do 
not discharge the duties of clerks. But this contention cani 
very well bc guimarily thrown out, becausc thc reference to 
me is whether the traffic should be placed in Gracle II in 
Appendix XVI. Now they are placed in Grade III in Appendix 
XVI. Both these grudes refer to the clerical gracle , $ o at all 
evcuts, hic trallics must occiipy without dispute a clerical 
grude . The only point to be deciclecl is whether it should be 
in Grade UL as now or in Gracle II as claimed both in the 
clerical grade. If thc traffics are required to be placed outside 
Appendix XV I would be going beyond the award . I do 
not link Section 86A warrants me to alter the award . That 
would be travelling beyond the scope of the reference. At 
thic foot- notc to Appendix XVI I get that some of these work . 
men who have been put into these clcrical grades have little 
or no cducation . But they have responsibility . It is stated 
that in course of time persons appointed to such posts will be 
lilcrate and will have the necessary minimium qualifications Lo 
thus bring then on par with other categories of clerks of 
that grade This indicates that many of these work 
men als munshis ctc . are cithcr literate or illiterate . But nonc 
the less they have been assigned clerical grades. It also cuts 
at the root of the employers contention that if truffic s arc 
given Grade II there will be chiscontent hecausc thcir respon 
sibilities and academic qualifications are much less than other 
pcoplc occupying Grade II. The Coal Award has anticro this, 
namcly that at present there is soinc anomaly and disparily 
if these workinen 0 julged with an yc to their academic 
iftainment. But after some time, parity will be aclipurl. 
Both sides lave givel evicleure about the duties done by the 
1tiffic . I have you out of the namely , that they do super 
visory duties, arrange the smooth flow of tubs, loncler ud 
full and also look after their transport and also check the 
attendance and give verbal Os written reports to the Clcik - 111 
Clianze. I neel not attach much importience whether such 
reports are written or verbal. Even the witncsics of the 
cmplovers have almittel that the trallich cho submit reports. 
This being the position . if (raffs are placed in Gracle II, I 
do not nhiuk that there will be any alscontent is is urged liv 
the Employers Associations wong the different tnks of such 
workinen . 


of the award . It is exactly such conscquences which have been 
referred to me and which I have got to decidc. " To decide 
micans to give a linding based on reasons. These reasons are 
to be had on hearing the parties . This decision will be con 
funed to the practical Jilliculty which has arigen . I differentiate 
the two words doubt and difficully occurring in Section 36A 
of the Aut . Doubl can be removed more or less by acadeinic 
rcasoning in relation to interpretation of the language used , 
But the difficulty is morc or less practical. It has been feit while 
pulling the award into effect. In the present case the existence 
of such difficulty jy not denied . The union claims for the 
Traffic Grade 11 while the Employers are not willing to 
concoce it, both sidley taking their stand on Appendix XVI of 
the Coal Award . So the consequences in such cases matter a 
good deal. Thus I find that the scope of the present reference 
gives jurisdiction to the present Tribunal to remove the 
aforesaid dificulty without travelling beyond the award . That 
is what I have done. 

8 . Then with reſcience to the contention of some of the 
collicries that where the workinen designated as traffics do 
not occur, their names should be omitted from the present 
reference under Section 18 ( 3 ) (b ) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1917 But this sci lion has been wrongly invoked here . 
In the present casc I lave hot summoned them in pursuance 
of the sail Section . So the question does not arise whether 
they were 50 sunnioned without proper cause . They havc 
becii summoned in the present case because they were parties 
to the original award . I have to sunimon all the parties who 
were impleather in the original Coal Award . So ihis conten 
lion is over- ruled . In ali omnibus ur inclusti y -wisc reference it 
is not necessary that the dispute must relate to each one of 
them or the cause of action must cxist in all cases. Even if 
the dispute is not there but they are made parties in the 
referenc, all that may be said is that they are under no 
obligation to implement the Award , But the award will be 
binding on all of them all the same. So I am unable to 
cxcluule them , I mean those collicry owners from the present 
reference in whose collicries the designations of Traffics clo not 
occur . I make no order for costs in the present casc . This 
is my award . 


DHANBAD , 
Th . 31 Octobre 1960 , 

Sd - G . PALIT , 
Chairinan , Central Government industrial Tribunal, 

Dhanbad. 


7 . Lastly , to conclude , I must say th : 1t I am clearly of 
opinion that thic traffics should be put in Grade II under 
Appendix XVI 35 they liave already been put loy the Award . 
The learned Advocate Stui Sen Gupta of the workmcui has 
rcfcrred lour Interpretation of Statutos by Sir P . B . Maxwell, 
9th Editin ;), to griidc me as to what should be the proper 
methort of interpretation . The learned Advocate on hchall of 
the Emplorers exciations has met him hy saving that the 
said interpretation about Statutcs does not holil good in the 
present case Firstly , because the present one is an award and 
not 1 Statute and secondly , the award is only a tentative 
(letrruination by a Tribunal. Its interpretation 1st be 
taken with reference to its context as also on other evidence 
by which the award was reached I accept the agunent of 
the cmployers in preference to the surgument of Shri Sen Gupta 
(on this point, But my reason is that I have been asked not 
to interpret an awird but to solve the clifficulty which hos 
arisen out of die interpretation of it provision of all award) . 
That difficulty only has been referral to me fus decision , I 
havc to give a decision on hearing both sides in the matter 
So what I un called upon to do in the present case is not so 
auch lo give an acadeinic interpretation of any provision of 
un awant . I have been called upon to retuove the dilliculty 
Wliich has arisen in relation to gruding as per Appendix XVI 
with reference to Traffic ". The Icarried Advocate Shri Sen 
Gupta argues that even in such interpretation . I am bound 
hy the Award . I cannot go beyond it. I must take the literal 
meaning of the agreement on which the award is basco . I 
must not bother about the resultant conscquencs. I agree 
with him that I winot travel Devold the uward . But I do 
not agree with him when he says thai I must shut iny cyes to 
thic consequences whiclı flow from the literal interpretation 


S. N . TULSIANI, Under Sccy. 
(Directorate General of Employment and Training ) 

Veu Delh . Wie 16th Vortember 1960 
No. NCT- 2 ( 1 ) / 60 . -- Il pursuance of sub -paragraphs (f), 
( g ), ( h ) adj) of paisgraph 5 of the Government of India , 
Minisdi v of Labom , Resolution No . TR / EP - 24156 , datel the 
21th August, 1956 , the following persons have been nominales 
hv the Central Government in consultation with dic antho . 
vities wicciziel, 10 represent the various organisationis , 
bolics , CL , On the National Council for Training in Vocal 
tional Thalles : 
Ripra sirztirties of thon Employers Organisations, 

1. Shui P . 1) , Singlania . 
2 . Shii ! . B . dvavi. 
9 . Dr. N . Das , 
1. Shri B , F . Goochild , 

5 Si R . L . Rajgarhia . 
Representutita s all the l orkers Organisations. 

6 . Shri Kashinath Pandey . 
7. Shri Manular Mehta . 
8 . Shri N . K . Blatt, 
9 . Shri Nihar Mukerjcc, 
10 . Shri K . Kaunan . 


Exports and representations of professional and learned bodies 

11, Shri V . K . R . Mchon , 
12 . Shri S. Varaduraja Sarma. 
13. Shri G . P . Sinha . 
11 . Shri N . N . Sen Gupli . 
15 . Slui Kamlesh Ray. 
16 . Shri S. K . Nunavati 
17 . Shri H . K . S , Lindsay. 

T . R . CHOPRA, Uuder Sccy. 


